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LAASE 3™ BN D e

1 pebruary 1956

HEPORANDUM FOR THE HEQORD

SUBJECT:  Interview with Mr. Roger . Fisher - Hite for Proposed New CGIA

1, On 3 Februasry 1956 Mr. Roger D, Fisher conferred with sme in my
office, in the presence of Mr. Lawrence H, Houston, with regard to the pose-
sible location of the proposed new CIA headquarters building in the Dig-
triet of Columbia, He first pressnted me with a memorandum entitled "Se-
curity Considerations Affecting Two Alternative locations of CIA,Y & copy
of which is atbtached. I read the memprandum and immedlately told him that
the last sentence of his first paragraph..."It is understood that Colonel
#hite, Deputy Director of CIA, has stated that the Agemey would be glad to
locate gsome portien of the Agency at a site meeting all dispersal standards®™
veoWa® in error and that I had not made this or any other statement with
regard to this matier.

2. Omr discussion lasted about three quarters of an hour and the
gist of it is as follows:

1 advisged Mr. Fisher that we had been through all of the congide
epations set forth in his memorandum very carefully and many times and that
thers was nothing new in them, I explained that we already had a facility
whers we conld loeate a part of the igemey, and that, in any case, after ree
peatsd studics we had concluded that the great bulk of the organization
would have to remain together. I then pointed out that at a Dietriot locae
tisn under his propossl the basic problem would be no different from what
1t would be if the whole #gency looated here, ¥ithont citing names or
places, I reviewed the fact that a *lovernment® policy had been established
whieh directed that we not locate in the District of Colusbia, but, rather,
on the fringe of metropolitan Washington, and that insofar as I knew these
ronditions had not been changed, I added that of course we had tried to
¥esp current on this situstion and were not relyimg on a letter recelved
srom the Director of the Offics of Defense Mobilization about 31 December
195h, #r. fisher then asked me if I would check with the 0ffice of Defense
robilisation to ses if I were still correct. I told him that I had checked
quite recently (as late as yosterday) and had no reason to believe that
thege eonditions had been changed, I emphasized that CI4 was in no posie
tion to reopen this matter and that in nmy judgment it was not in our best
interests o do 80.
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1 then explained to ¥r. Fisher the long delay and additional 8xw
penge which would be ensountered shonld a decision %o loaate in the Dige
tpict Do made at this late date. 1 reminded him thet he had said on any
murber of oscasions that he was not a planner but merely wished to ralse
guestions for the planners to consider and said that inasmuch 28 G144 had
conduoted itself with ccmplete objsctivity and had followed every procedure
that it was reguired to follow by law 1 failed to understand why he per-
sisted in his attempbs to upset the Langley location in view of ths fact
that yesterday the National Capital Plamming Commesion had voted 7 to 5 in
favor of our locating at Langley. He was hardeput to explain this but de=
fended his poeltion by saying that ho did not consider this to be & Flane
ning Commission vote since all of the professional planners had wvoted
against uas ard the nonprofessionals had voted Por us. I reminded him Vhat
1 had noted that he had ralsed no similar objections when the vote went
againgt us in December 6 to 5. At one point we discussed the favorable
vots of the National Capital Regional Planning Couneil on the Langley asite.
dm disapreed clearly in that he insisted that the vote of the founeil to
requeat CIA to bulld all of the rpads, bridges, etc,, was & definite condie-
tion of theilr approval. ifr. Houston and I of course insisted that this was
sntirely incorrect.

«t this juncture Hr. Houston pointed ont to Fisher that he, Figher,
had only ons objective in mind, 1.6., to keep us from going to Iangley by
sny means at his disposal, and that he wae not in a position to weigh the
sfaptore which this Agency hed ecnsidered most cerafully. Mr. Houston pers
sigted forcefully that this was Mr. Fisher's prime motive and that he was
not in a position to pass judgment on the entire matbter. MNr. Fisher admite
ted that this was his motivetionj howsver, he immediately added that he
nad become convinced that it was in the National intereat that we locale
in the Distriet, rather than at langley, and that he was motivated equally
as strong, 1f not stronger, by this consideration, FHuwphasising very emphate
jeally that my remarks should not be misinterpreted, I reminded Fisher of
the Danadians and Klans Fuchs who, after thelr governmsnt had taken 2 pogie
tion, had vesorted to some pretty drastic actions besause they sincerely be-
1ieved their government was wrong. I tried to persuads Nr. Pigher that the
decisions up to date had been decided secording to Governmental policy and
procedures and that 1 nated to see him persist in something to the contrary.
de then began to compare his revolubionary campaign with the actions of
Gleorge Washington and Thomas Jefferson at which time it seemed to me that
that part of the discussion had reached a stage sufflciently ridicalous not
to proceed further. 1 then sald, "I take it that what you assume you are
trying to do ls helpful to GIAT® He regponded affirmatively and sald that
he naturally assumed that we thought he was trying to be helpful and that
the only reason we would nob raise this issus was becmuse we thought an ir=
revyooable decision had been made. 1 assured him that CIA did nol regard
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his actions as helpful, but, on the contrary, very detrimental and not in
our best Interests or that of the Government.

In response to his request for an explanation of statements asade
by Hr. Dulles that we preferred a Distriot site, I very carefnlly esplained
to him thet there definitely was a time when we had comsidered the ldastrict
a8 a site along with several others, bul that even though we might have
falt tentatively that a2 Distrlet locatlion would be preferable we did not
complete an analyeis of thie possibility inasmich as befors it was completed
it had been declded as & matber of Government policy that we should not lo-
cate in the Disbriet,

#ir, Fisher repeatedly referred to the Vataif level” of experis in
the O0ffice of Defense Mobilieation with whom he had talked and who were ane
tirely sympathetic to his point of view, He lmplied that the uttached meme
oprandum had been preparsd in collaboration with these experts and that it
would he aceepted by the Offlve of Defense Mobllisatlon and the vhite House
immpediately if 04 would only request that the matter be reconsidered, He
then agked me specifically whether I would, om a lower level than I had pree
viously asked and spscifically on the staff level with which he was dealing,
requegt that this matier be reconsidersd. I responded negatively, and he
imnedlately stated that he then had no altermative but to take the whole
mattar to the "HI1l" and do what he could. I said that this was, of course,
hisz right and privilege but again repeated my hope that the Plamning Commise
aion having considersd snd wvoted favorably on this mabtter he would not cone
tinue to be desbtractive,

3« A8 he left, he insistod that I amswer his guestion as to whether
or not we would have abided by the Planning Commission's decision if the
vote had been against us, I told him that I saw no reason why I nseded to
answer such a hypothetical question. 1 also stated that we had not yet ac-
cepted the faverable vote and emphasised to him that we would have no coms
nent on the Plamning Gommlissionts wote or on the question of whether we
would locate 2t langley until we had recelved the report of the Plamming Come
winsion,

/s/

DD/8: LKW s1aq L. K. <HITE
Distribution: veputy Dirvecior
1, - General Counsel {Support)

J.L/ -~ Legislative Counsel
1 -~ Ei~DCT

1 - S5A-DCI (Grogan)

1 Enel, -

Approved For Release 2010/05/14 : CIA-RDP63T00245R000100170040-8



